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I. REAL PARTY TN INTEREST 

The teal party in interest is Autodesk, Inc., the assignee of the present application- 

II. pkt ATP.D APPEALS AND TNTRRFERENCES 

There arc no related appeals or interferences for the above-referenced patent application. 

III. STATUS OF CLAIMS 

rinimg 11, 12, 23, 24, 35-37, 41, 45, and 49 are pending in the application. 
Claims 1-10, 13-22, 25-34, 38-40, 42-44, and 46-48 have been withdrawn from consideration. 
riaimc il, 12, 23, 24, 35-37, 41, 45, and 49 were rejected under 35 U.S.C §l03(a) as being 
obvious in view of Berstis, U.S. Patent No. 6,1 82,01 0. 
All of the above rejections are being appealed, 

IV. STATUS OF AMENDMENTS 

No amendments to the claims have been made subsequent to the final Office Action. 

V. SUMMARY OF CLAIMED S UBJECT MATTER 

Independent claims 1 1, 23, and 35 are directed towards a PDA used to access geographic 
information (see page 8, lines 22-23). More specifically, an application on a PDA requests map data 
from a servlet (see FIG. 1; page 17, lines 11-15; page 18, lines 6-8; FIG. 3). The map data is then 
received by the PDA in the form of a mapset (sec page 22, lines 1-5). 

The claims specifically provide that the mapset contains map data for two (2) or more maps 
(see page 19, line 19-page 20, line 4). Further, the claims also specifically provide that the mapset 
was constructed prior to the servlet receiving the request from the PDA (sec page 9, lines 10-18; 
page 18, lines 15-18; page 20, lines 5-13; FIG. 4; FIG. 5; page 21, lines 2-15; page 22, lines 3-5; page 
23, lines 7-10; and page 24, lines 4-5). Once the mapset is received, the PDA formats and displays 
the mapdata from the mapset on a screen of the PDA (sec page 16, lines 9-15; page 17, line 22-page 
18, line 5; page 28, lines 5-7). 
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Appellants note (with particularity) that the claims provide that the mapset (which consists 
of two or more maps) is constructed prior to receiving the request for map data from the PDA. 

Dependent claims 12, 24, and 36 provide that the request from the PDA to the scrvlet is a 
"GET" HTTP request (see page 21, line 16-page 22, line 5), As known in the art and set forth in 
the specification, such a GET request retrieves whatever information is identified by a request that 
specifies a uniform resource identifier (UBJ). 

Dependent claim 37 merely specifies that the article of manufacture set forth in independent 
claim 35 is a personal digital assistant- 
Independent claims 41, 45, and 49 provide a system, method, and article of manufacture 
respectively for accessing geographic information (see page 8, lines 22-23). All of the claim sets ate 
from the perspective of a personal Higiral assistant and not the server perspective with limitauons 
similar to those set forth in independent claims 11, 23, and 35. Initially, map data is requested from 
a servlet (see FIG. 1; page 17, lines 11-15; page 18, lines 6-8; FIG. 3). The next step in all of the 
rlflims diverges from the steps set forth in independent claims 11, 23, and 35. In this regard, the 
rlaiirtQ specifically provide that the map data in a mapset was constructed in parallel on multiple 
processing units (see page 9, lines 4-9; page 11, lines 9-14; page 12, line 22; page 15, lines 14-17; page 
20, lines 1 1-21; page 22, lines 3-5; page 23, lines 7-14; FIGS. 3, 4, and 5). The remaining steps 
format and display the data as in claims 11, 23, and 35 (see page 16, lines 9-15; page 17, line 22-page 
18, line 5; page 28, lines 5-7). 

VI. GROUNDS OF REJECTION TO BE REVIEWED QhJ APPEAL 

Whether rfaimQ 11, 12, 23, 24, 35-37, 41, 45, and 49 are unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. § 
103(a) as being rendered obvious by Bersris, U.S. Patent No. 6,182,010. 

VII. ARGUMENT 

A. Independent Claims 11 ,23, and 35 

Appellants traverse the rejections set forth in the final Office Action. Specifically, Berstis 
does not teach, disclose or suggest a PDA receiving a mapset containing data for multiple maps, 
wherein the mapset was constructed prior to the PDA requesting the data. 
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As stared in die summary, Appellants note that the claims provide that the mapset (which 
consists of two or more maps) is constructed prior to receiving the request for map data from the 
PDA. The rejection addresses the prior construction element of the claims relying on col. 7, lines 
13-20 which provides: 

In a preferred embodiment, graphical image 92 is stored in a local mass storage device such as mass storage 
device 54- Preferably, mass storage device 54 is a DVD ROM device. Disks can be stored which provide the images 
for an entire region. Local storage of the images provides for rapid retrieval and display. An alternative is to store 
the images in a server system provided by server 40 (as in FIG. 3). This approach provides nearly limitless storage* 
but it may have lower image access rates depending on the transfer rate of the wireless data link- 
As can be seen from the above text (and the remainder of Berstis), there is no description or 
suggestion, implicit or explicit, regarding when a mapset is constructed. Instead, the text merely 
provides that images may be stored in a server system. However, the fact mat a mapset comprised 
of data for multiple maps is constructed prior to even receiving a request for such map data from a 
PDA is unique and novel to the present invention. As stated in the background of the present 
specification page 8, lines 14-16: 

When vector or raster-based data arc needed, the information is typically created and 
downloaded upon request. Consequently, each time a map is requested, delays from obtaining and 
transmitting the requested map result- 

The present claims clearly provide an advantage over the prior art in that the file is 
constructed prior to receiving a request. Accordingly, there is no delay for obtaining the map result 
to transmit to the client Berstis fails to teach such a mapset construction. Instead, Berstis would 
tall within the prior art wherein the user experiences a delay while the data for the mapset is 
obtained. 

The Office Action also relies on the abstract, figure 5, and coL 5, lines 53-65 to teach the 
riming of the construction of the mapset, Howeer, contrary to that asserted in the final Office 
Action, these cited portions are consistent with col. 7, lines 13-20 in that images may be stored in a 
server system and Berstis completely fails to even remotely describe the claimed limitations. For 
example, the Abstract states that as the vehicle approaches a location, a visual image of die location 
is retrieved and displayed. The Abstract further provides that the image may be a photograph of the 
location displayed in a pop-up window or may be a graphic image or text that is superimposed on or 
associated with an image. However, as stated above, this portion of Berstis completely lacks explicit 
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or implicit descriptions, teachings, or any reference to when the photo, graphic image, or text was 
constructed. 

CoL 5, line 66 -col. 6, line 14 describes FIG. 5 and provides: 

Whun chc vehicle reaches a selected dixbincc (or rime) away from intersection 90, a display function in the dtvicc is indeed to 
fetch » phonographic image *)2 of inccrsectiwi 90 depicting the impending $cenc This imacy: is then disptyrud as shown in FTC 
5. The graphical image 92 in this example provides aid 10 ihe driver of the vehicle by ftlloivlug him or her tu Six bndrrar fcs, 
such as water tower 04 and tree 96, at the critical locution 90 in their naoira! perspective. The image may be of dry convenient 
format (e,&. ,jpe& gif, -png. or chc like) that may be readily rnvrvsnictud (if required), stored und displayed. In an illuacrativc 
embodiment, the image i* displayed in i pop-up window 93 on graphical display 12 Preferably, * c window " KCTwraied by the 
device's browser. AlterrmtMy, if chii davicc does not include a browser, a aeparate window may be created by the device's 
operating system* 



As can be seen from this text, FIG. 5 merely describes how a photographic image is fetched 
and displayed to assist the driver in identifying landmarks. Again, nowhere is there any description 
of when map data is constructed into a mapset and that such data is constructed prior to the server 
receiving the request for the picture. 

Again, the claimed mapset is comprised of two or more maps that are constructed together 
into the mapset prior to the request for map data. Additionally, the mapset is retreived as a unit in 
response to the request for map data. With respect to Berstis, there is no mapset that is retrieved of 
such multiple maps. Even if one argues that the photo and a map are the two maps thai are part of 
the mapset, Berstis expressly describes that the photo is retrieved separately and not as part of a 
mapset with the underlying map. 

The last element relied upon is that of col. 5, lines 53-65 that describes FIG. 4. Again, there 
is a single map displayed on a display device and the; location of the vehicle is displayed and updated 
continuously in real-time. Further, certain points may be designated as difficult to navigate. 
However, once again, this portion of Berstis (and the remainder of Berstis) lack any description or 
suggestion, implicit or explicit, or the construction of a mapset as claimed. The cited portion 
completely foils to describe when the map that is displayed is constructed. 

In response to some of the above arguments, the final Office Action provides: 

In rvsponse to Applicant argument due Berstis does not teach, disclose, oc suggest a PDA receiving a mapset contiuning data 
for multiple maps, wherein chc mapset was constructed priw t» *hu PDA requesting the da cm ihu Potent Office respectfully 
submits ihjic ihia is tuing taught in figure 5 of Berstis. Figure 5 ilKiS mm* a map ad well as a photographic image of a physiod 
area of n tacntiun On u PDA. The combination of the photo and the map ia infcxprctcd as a "mape!,'' Ate us whecher or not 
the nwp«!t was conscruccLTl prior co the PDA requesting die data, ml 2, Urns 43-51 of Berstis difdorc:' image contents being 
collected und stored cm gitfiii physical media such as a server, which w transferred to a user* s computer for display. The 
coCection and tftOnigv inrnly chat chiao images arc created prior co the PDA Tuqin*ring the data. Therefore, Bcms docs teach 
the chimed fwtfun: and ihu rejection id sustained. 
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* Appellants respectfully rraverse the above assertions. Firstly, the combination of a photo 

and a map are not equivalent to a mapset as set forth in the claims. As claimed, the mapset is map 
data for two or more maps. A photo is not equivalent to a map or map data for a map. Instead, a 
photo is merely a graphical image of a particular landmark. In this regard, a landmark is not a 
separate map from the map that the landmark appears on. The claims specifically provide for map 
data for two or more maps. Nowhere is mere any description of two or more maps in Berstis. 

In addition, to interpet a photo as equivalent to the map data for two or more maps is 
wholly inconsistent with the definition of a mapset that is used in the claims and as set forth in the 
specification. Under Phillips v. AWH (Fed. Cir,, No. 03-1269, 7/12/05) one must look to the 
written description for guidance as to the meaning of the claims (see page 16 of opinion). To 
interpret a photo as map data for a map that is included in a mapset is completely inconsistent with 
the use of map data and mapset as set forth in the specification. 

The rejection relies on coL 2, lines 43-51 to teach the timing of construction of the mapset 
The final Office Action makes the illogical assumption that merely because image contents are 
stored on a server means mat the images are created prior to a PDA requesting the data. Firstly, the 
claims do not state that all of the data was created prior to the PDA requesting the data. Instead, 
the claims provide that the mapset (which is delivered in response to a request from a PDA for map 
data) is constructed prior to receiving the request for the data. In other words, the actual map data 
file or single mapset that contains map data for two or more maps (ie-, a mapset that is a 
combination of map data for multiple maps) is constructed into the single mapset prior to recemng 
a request for map data. Col. 2, lines 43-51 merely state that image content is stored on a CD-HOM 
in a vehicle or in a server. In this regard, as soon as a picture or any image is taken, it is stored 
somewhere. However, the claims do not provide for merely storing random content. Instead, the 
claims provide for storing a mapset that has map data for multiple maps. Further, the construction 
of this mapset is conducted prior to receiving the request for the map data contained within the 
mapset Nothing in Berstis even remotely relates to or suggests the timing of construction of such a 
mapset. CoL 2, lines 43-51 does not even remotely describe a mapset or file that contains a 
combination of a picture/photo and a map. 
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In view of the above, Appellants submit that Berstis completely fails* to describe, teach, 
suggest, or allude to multiple aspects of the presently claimed invention. 

In addition, the various elements of Appellants' claimed invention together provide 
operational advantages over the systems disclosed in Berstis. In addition, Appellants' invention 
solves problems not recognised by Berstis. 

In response to the arguments, the Advisory Action submits that the illustration of a photo 
and a map is interpreted as a mapset. Appellants note that to meet the claim limitations, not only 
must the map and picture both qualify as data for two or more maps, but the map and picture must 
be constructed together into a mapset that is constructed prior to the server receiving the request, 
Neither the Office Action nor the Advisory Action even remotely address such a combined mapset 
that is constructed prior to receiving a request from a PDA. Instead, the Actions merely state that 
both the picture and map are collected and stored on a physical media. The mere creation of two 
separate images - a photo and a map that are separately stored on a server completely fails to even 
remotely allude to the mapset as claimed. In this regard, two separate images ate not a set of maps 
or mapset as claimed and described in the specification. Accordingly, Berstis' teaching clearly fails to 
meet an essential element of the claims — the construction of a mapset on a server prior to receiving 
a request from a PDA. 

In addition, Appellants note that the reliance of a dictionary definition as set forth in the 
Advisory Action is in direct contradiction to the recent Federal Circuit decision of Phillips v. AWH 
(Fed Cir. No. 03-1269, 7/12/05) (75 USPQ2d 1321 at 1328-1331). In this regard, for the definition 
of the terms mapset and map data for cwo or more maps, the specification and claims should be 
relied upon (and not sole reliance on the dictionary as set forth in both the final Office Action and 
Advisory Action). 

B. Dependent claims 12. 24. and 36 

These dependent claims provide that the request from the PDA to the servlet is a "GET" 
HTTP request (see page 21, line 16-page 22, line 5). As known in the art and set forth in the 
specification, such a GET request retrieves whatever information is identified by a request that 
specifies a uniform resource identifier (URI). 
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In rejecting this claim element, the Office Action merely states: } 

It is well known in the art that a .sexvlei is program that runs as part of a network service, 
rypically an HTTP server and responds ro requests from clients. In this case, since rhe PDA requests 
map data from a sexvlet, it must do so by a GET HTTP request. ? 

Appellants respectfully disagree and traverse such an assertion. Namely, there arc numerous 
ways in which to request or obtain data from a server. For example, the data could be pushed by th< 
server or a servlet without a request being sent by a client. 

Firsdy, the final Office Action explicidy provides that Berstis fails to teach that map data is 
requested from a servlet (sec rejection of independent claims 11 8 23, and 35). The action then 
attempts to assert that since the PDA requests map data from a sexvlet, it must do so by a GET 
HTTP request. Without teaching requesting map data from a sevlet, Berstis cannot possibly teach a 
specific methodology such as a GET HTTP request for requesting such map data. In this regard, it 
is illogical to first assert that a reference fails to teach a certain aspect but then relying on the 
existence of such an aspect to reject a dependent claim. The Action fails to cite any art relating to 
such a GET HTTP request used in connection with map data being requested from a servlet. 

In view of the above, Appellants respectfully submit diat dependent claims 12, 24, and 36 
are allowable over the cited art. 

C Dependent claim 37 is Not Separately Argued 

D. Independent Claims 41 T 45 T and 49 

Appellants traverse the rejections set forth in the final Office Action. Specifically, Berstis 
fails to even remotely describe constructing a mapset in a parallel on multiple CPUs. 

As stated above, independent claims 41, 45, and 49 arc generally directed towards a PDA 
used to access geographic information. In fact, the claim elements are very similar between claims 
11, 23, and 35 and 41, 45, and 49. However, the distinguishing limitation in claims 41, 45, and 49 
provides that the map set is constructed in parallel on multiple processing units. 

In rejecting these claims, both the Office Action and final Office Action merely state that 
these Haimft have similar limitations to that of claim 11. However, the parallel constructing and 
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multiple processing unirs are not similar limitations to claim 1 1 . Further, none of the cited 
references even remotely suggest or allude to such claim limitations. 

Under MPEP §2142 and 2143.03 "To establish prima Jade obviousness of a claimed 
invention, all the rWim limitations must be taught or suggested by the prior art. In re Bjyj/ka y 490 F.2d 
981, 180 USPQ 580 (CCPA 1974). ''All words in a claim must be considered in judging the 
patentability of that claim against the prior art." In re Wilson, 424 F.2d 1382, 1385, 165 USPQ 494, 
496 (CCPA 1970)/ 1 The rejection merely ignores the parallel processing and multiple CPU 
limitations. Such explicit claim language cannot merely be ignored. 

Appellants presented the above arguments in response to the first Office Action but the 
rejection was not changed and the above arguments were not addressed in the final Office Action. 
In addition to the above, Appellants note mat the Advisory Action also failed to respond to the 
above arguments. In view of the failure to address certain elements of the claims, there are clear 
errors in the examiner's rejections and an essential element needed to establish a prima facie 
rejection is omitted. 

For at least the above reasons, Appellants submit claims 41, 45, and 49 are allowable over 
the cited art 
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E. Conclusion c 
In light of the above arguments, Appellants respectfully submit that die cited references do 
not anticipate nor render obvious the claimed invention. More specifically, Appellants' claims recite 
novel physical features which patentably distinguish over any and all references under 35 U*S.C. §§ 
102 and 103. As a result, a decision by the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences reversing the 
Examiner and directing allowance of the pending claims in the subject application is respectfully 
solicited. 

Respectfully submitted, 

GATES & COOPER LLP 
Attorneys for Appellant(s) 



Howard Hughes Center 
6701 Center Drive West, Suite 1050 
Los Angeles, California 90045 
(310) 641-87S 



Date: December 1 . 2005 

JSF/bjs/mrj 
G&C3050C.112-US-U1 




: Jason S. Feldmar 
teg. No.: 39,187 
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CLAIMS APPENDIX 

1 . (WITHDRAWN) A system for providing geographic information comprising: 

(a) a server; 

(b) map data for one or more maps scored on the server; t 

(c) a servlet executing on the server, wherein prior to receiving a request for the map 
data from a client, the servlet is configured to: 

(i) identify one ox more maps included in a mapset; 

(ii) obtain map data for the one or more maps from the server; and 

(iii) create a mapset comprised of the map data. 



2. (WITHDRAWN) The system of claim 1 wherein the mapset is created utilizing 
multiple central processing units in parallel. 

3. (WITHDRAWN) The system of claim 1 wherein the servlet is further configured 

to: 

receive a request for map data from a client; and 

transmit the mapset to the client in response to the request. 



4. (WITHDRAWN) The system of claim 3 wherein the request is a 'GET HTTP 

request. 

5. (WITHDRAWN) The system of claim 1 further comprising a MapGuide server 
configured to obtain spatial and attribute map data, and wherein the servlet obtains the map data 
from the MapGuide server. 

6. (WITHDRAWN) The system of claim 1 wherein the mapset comprises a linear data 

stream. 



1. (WITHDRAWN) The system of claim 1 wherein the servlet is configured to 
perform the identify obtain, and create steps in response to receiving a request to add a work order. 
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8. (WriTIDRAWN) The system of claim 1 wherein the servlet is configured to 
perform the identify, obtain, and create steps in response to receiving a request to delete a work 
order. 

9. (WITHDRAWN) The system of claim 1 wherein the servlet is configured to 
perform the identify, obtain, and create steps in response to receiving a request to modify a work 
order. 

10. (WITHDRAWN) The system of claim 1 wherein the maps included in the mapset 
are based on a work order identified by a dispatcher. 

11. A system for accessing geographic information comprising: 

(a) a personal digital assistant; 

(b) an application on the personal digital assistant, the application configured to: 
(I) request map data from a servlet; 

(ii) receive the map data in a mapset constructed prior to the servlet receiving 
the request, wherein the mapset comprises map data for two or more maps; 
(iii> format the map data; 

(w) display the map data on a screen of the personal digital assistant. 

12. The system of clfl i™ 1 1 wherein the request is a 'GET' HTTP request. 

13. (WITHDRAWN) A method for providing geographic information comprising: 
identifying one or more maps included in a mapset; 

obtaining map data for the one or more maps from a server; 
creating a mapset comprised of the map data; and 

wherein the identifying, obtaining, and creating are perfonned prior to receiving a request 
for map data from a client 
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14. (WITHDRAWN) The method of claim 13 wherein the creating is performed by 
multiple central processing units in parallel. t 

15. (WITHDRAWN) The method of claim 1 further comprising: 
receiving a request for map data from a client and 

transmitting the mapset to the client in response to the request. 

16. (WITHDRAWN) The method of claim 15 wherein the request is a 'GET 5 HTTP 

request, 

17. (WITHDRAWN) The method of claim 13 the server obtains the map data from a 
database 



18. (WITHDRAWN) The method of claim 13 wherein the mapset comprises a linear 
data stream. 



19. (WITHDRAWN) The method of claim 13 further comprising receiving a request to 
add a work order and wherein the identifying, obtaining, and creating are performed in response to 
the request. 

20. (WITHDRAWN) The method of claim 13 further comprising receiving a request to 
delete a work order and wherein the identifying, obtaining, and creating ate performed in response 
to the request 

21 . (WITHDRAWN) The method of claim 13 further comprising receiving a request to 
modify a work order and wherein the identifying, obtaining, and creating are performed in response 
to the request 

22. (WITHDRAWN) The method of claim 13 wherein the maps included in die mapset 
are based on a work order identified by a dispatcher. 

-13- 

G&C 30566.112-US-U1 



PAGE 16/23 4 RCVD AT 12/1/2005 2:51 :05 PM [Eastern Standard Time] * SVR:USPT0-ff XRF-6/25 * ONIS:2738300 * C8ID:+13105418798 ' DURATION (mm-ss):04-36 



12-01-2005 12:10PM F ROM-Gat 95 i' Cooper LLP 413106418798 T-G75 £ P. 017/023 F-907 



23. A method for accessing geographic information comprising; t 
requesting map data from a servlet; 

receiving the map data in a mapset constructed prior to the servlet receiving the request, 
wherein the mapset comprises map data for two or more maps; K 
formatting the map data; 

displaying the map data on a screen of a personal digital assistant 

24. The method of claim 23 wherein the request is a 'GET HTTP request. 

25. (WITHDRAWN) An article of manufacture comprising a program storage medium 
readable by a computer hardware device and embodying one or more instructions executable by the 
computer hardware device to perform a method for providing geographic information, the method 
comprising: 

identifying one or more maps included in a mapset; 
obtaining map data for the one or more maps from a server, 
creating a mapset comprised of the map data; and 

wherein the identifying, obtaining, and creating are performed prior to receiving a request 
for map data from a client. 

26. (WITHDRAWN) The article of manufacture of claim 25 wherein the creating is 
performed by multiple central processing units in parallel. 

27. (WITHDRAWN) The article of manufacture of claim 25, the method further 
comprising 

receiving a request for map data from a client; and 
transmitting the mapset to the client in response to the request, 

28. (WITHDRAWN) The article of manufacture of claim 27 wherein the request is a 
'GET HTTP request. 
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29. (WITHDRAWN) The article of manufacture of claim 25 wherein the server obtains 
the map data from a database. 

30. (WITHDRAWN) The article of manufacture of claim 25 wherein the mapset 
comprises a linear data stream. 

31. (WITHDRAWN) The article of manufacture of claim 25, the method further 
comprising receivmg a request to add a work order and wherein the identifying, obtaining, and 
creating are performed in response to the request. 

32. (WITHDRAWN) The article of manufacture of claim 25, the method further 
comprising receiving a request to delete a work order and wherein the identifying, obtaining, and 
creating are performed in response to the request 

33. (WITHDRAWN) The article of manufacture of claim 25 3 the method further 
comprising receiving a request to modify a work order and wherein the identifying, obtaining, and 
creating are performed in response to the request 

34. (WITHDRAWN) The article of manufacture of claim 25 wherein the maps included 
in the mapset are based on a work order identified by a dispatcher. 

35. An article of manufacture comprising a program storage medium readable by a 
computer hardware device and embodying one or more instructions executable by the computer 
hardware device to perform a method for accessing geographic information, the method comprising: 

requesting map data from a servlet; 

receiving the map data in a mapset constructed prior to the servlet receiving the request, 
wherein the mapset comprises map data for two or more maps; 
formatting the map data; 

displaying the map data on a screen of a personal digital assistant. 
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36. The article of manufacture of claim 35 wherein the request is a 'GET HTTP 

request. 

37. The article of manufacture of claim 35 wherein the article of manufacture is a 
personal digital assistant. 

38. (\3WTHDRAWN) A system for providing geographic information comprising: 

(a) a server, 

(b) map data foi one or more maps stored on the server; 

(c) a servlet executing on the server, wherein the servlet is configured co: 

(i) identify one or more maps included in a mapset; 

(ii) instantiate separate threads co obtain map data for the one or more maps 
from the server in parallel; 

(lii) assemble a transient database comprised of the map data; and 

(iv) create a mapset comprised of the map data using the transient database. 

39. (WITHDRAWN) The system of flaim 38 wherein the map data is comprised of 
raster data, vector data, and meta data for each map. 

40. (WITHDRAWN) The system of claim 38 wherein the separate threads execute on 
multiple central processing units. 

41. A system for accessing geographic information comprising: 

(a) a personal digital assistant; and 

(b) an application on the personal digital assistant, the application configured to: 

(i) request map data from a servlet; 

(ii) receive the map data in a mapset constructed in parallel on multiple 
processing units; 

(iii) format the map data; and 
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(iv) display the map dara on a screen of the personal digital assistant. f 

42. (WITHDRAWN) A method for providing geographic information comprising: > 
identifying one or more maps included in a mapset; 

instantiating separate threads to obtain map data for the one or more maps from the server 
in parallel; 

assembling a transient database comprised of the map data; and 
creating a mapset comprised of the map data using the transient database. 

43. (WITHDRAWN) The method of claim 42 wherein the map data is comprised of 
raster data, vector data, and mcta data for each map. » 

44. (WITHDRAWN) The method of claim 42 wherein the separate threads execute on 
multiple central processing units- 

45. A method for accessing geographic information comprising: 
requesting map data from a servlet; 

receiving the map data in a mapset constructed in parallel on multiple processing units; 
formatting the map data; and 

displaying the map data on a screen of a personal digital assistant. 

46. (WITHDRAWN) An article of manufacture comprising a program storage medium 
readable by a computer hardware device and embodying one or more instructions executable by the 
computet hardware device to perform a method for providing geographic information, the method 
comprising: 

identifying one or more maps included in a mapset; 

instantiating separate threads to obtain map data for the one or more maps from the server 
in parallel; 

assembling a transient database comprised of the map data; and 
creating a mapset comprised of the map data using the transient database. 
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47. (WITHDRAWN) The article of manufacture of claim 46 wherein the map data is 
comprised of raster data, vector data, and meta data for each map. 

48. (WITHDRAWN) The article of manufacture of claim 46 wherein the separate 
threads execute on multiple central processing units. 

49. An article of manufacture comprising a program storage medium readable by a 
computer hardware device and embodying one or more instructions executable by the computer 
hardware device to perform a method for accessing geographic information, the method comprising: 

requesting map data from a servlet; 

receiving the map data in a mapset constructed in parallel on multiple processing units; 
formatting the map data; and 

displaying the map data on a screen of the personal digital assistant. 
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EVIDENCE APPENDIX 



NONE 
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RELATED PROCEEDINGS APPENDIX 



NONE 
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